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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is response to communications: application, filed 1 1/16/2001; amendment 
filed 08/18/2006. Claims 1-17 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. According to Applicant's arguments with respect to JSP are persuasive. The previous 
office action is withdrawn 

Claim rejections-35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or descry 
bed as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 

prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 

person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 

the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3, 12, 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable 
over Birrell et ai. (U.S. 6,718,321) in view of Gerken (U.S. 2004/0205550) 
Resardins to claim 1: 

Birrell discloses the invention substantially as claimed, including a method, which can be 
implemented in a computer hardware or software code for providing extensible client mail 
functions using a distributed computer network comprising: 
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receiving a request for mail functions from clients: Birrell discloses communications 
between a Web-base electronic server and clients over Internet; wherein the client can download 
email browser extensions from Web-base electronic server in order to access mail ftmctions from 
the Web-base electronic server; and the extensions are implemented by using JavaScript/ 
JavaApplets...etc. Birrell discloses fiinctionalities of Web-base electronic server are composing, 
reading, organizing email messages and etc. Birrell also discloses the Web-base electronic server 
sending appropriate page in responsive to received selects option from the client: (column 13, 
lines 5-40; column 2, lines 49-67; column 4, lines 12-27; column 5, lines 10-15) 

accessing a Java server page corresponding to the request; transmitting the processed 
Java server page to the client: Birrell also discloses the Web-base electronic server sending 
appropriate page in responsive to received selecting option from the client 

However, Birrell does not explicitly disclose accessing a plurality of tags contained 
within the Java server page; processing the Java server page using the tags 

In analogous art, Gerken discloses method for including plurality of custom tags in jaya- 
server-pages: ([0041]; [0042]; [0051]-[0053]) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gerken's ideas of including custom tags in JSP with Birrell's 
system in order to provide familiar interface for online user for interacting with on-line server 
such as sending request/ receiving response to/from the on-line server, see ([0014]) 

Re2ardins to claims 3 and 12. 14-15: 

This claim is rejected under rationale of claim 1 
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Claims 7 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-paten table over 
Birrell-Gerken in view of Egli (U.S. 2003/0084120) 
Resardine to claim 7: 

Birrell- Gerken discloses a method as discuss in claim 1, which further includes using 
page editor application to generate a new Java server page: Gerken discloses method using 
Custom tag Wizard includes custom tags which is used to generate new Java server page: 
([0040]-[0043]) 

Bean tags: Gerken discloses bean tags: ([0064]) 

However, Birrell- Gerken does not explicitly discloses command tags and collection tags 
In analogous art, Egli discloses tags command tags and collection tags: (abstract; [0064]) 
Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Egli's ideas of using command tags and collection tags in JSP 
with Birrell- Gerken' s system in order to be able to incorporate webpage developing logics, see 
(Egli: abstract) 

Resardins to claim 11: 

This claim is rejected under rationale of claim 7 

Claims 5-6 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable 
over Birrell-Gerken in view of Rouse et al. (U.S. 20020087628) 
Resardins to claims 5 and 16: 

Birrell-Gerken discloses a method as discuss in claims 1 and 12, but does not explicitly 
discloses WAP (wireless application protocol) communication standards 
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In analogous art. Rouse discloses the communication between user device and server is 
wireless: (abstract, lines 1-12) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Rouse's ideas of using WAP with Birrell- Gerken's system in 
order to provide convenient for user 

Resardins to claims 6 and 1 7: 

Birrell-Gerken discloses a method as discuss in claims 1 and 12, but does not discloses 
WML (wireless markup language) communication standards: 

In similar art. Rouse discloses text-based browsers may use WML: (page 2, right column, 
lines 54-55) 

Claims 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over Birrell- 
Gerken-Egli in view of Budhiraja (U.S. 6,807,559) 
Resardins to claim 8: 

Birrell-Gerken-Egli discloses a method as discuss in claim 7, but does not explicitly teach 
the new Java server page includes HTML content: 

In analogous art, Budhiraja discloses Java server page includes HTML content: (abstract, 
lines 1-27; column 2, lines 1-18; column 5, lines 1-67; column 7, lines 45-65) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Budhiraja's providing HTML page includes tags from compiled 
applet classes with Birrell-Gerken-Egli' s system in order to provide a more effective 
communication system, see (Wisner: column 2, lines 8-10) 

Resardins to claims 9-10: 
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This claim is rejected under rationale of claim 7 

Claims 2 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over 
Birrell-Gerken in view of Budhiraja (U.S. 6,807,559) 
Resardins to claims 2 and 13: 

Birrell-Gerken discloses a method as discuss in claims 1 and 12, which further includes 
accessing the Java server page corresponding to the request, wherein the Java server page is 
retrieved from a set of compiled Java server page classes: (Budhiraja: column 5, lines 16-31) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Budhiraja's providing HTML page from compiled applet classes 
with Birrell-Gerken system in order to provide a more effective communication system, see 
(Wisner: column 2, lines 8-10) 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over Birrell- 
Gerken in view of Babbitt et al. (U.S. 2002/0019767) 

Regarding to claim 4; 

Birrell-Gerken discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 1, but does not 

explicitly teach adding mail fimctions 

In analogous art, Babbitt discloses method for adding mail functions: ([0083]) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 

invention was made to combine Babbitt's ideas of adding mail functions with Birrell- Gerken's 

system in order to provide more efficient mail system such as providing secure function for mail 

system, see (Babbitt: ([0083]) 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The following patents and publications are cited to further show the state of the art 
with respect to "Method and system for an extensible client specific mail application in a portal 
server": EP 1/065587; 2002/0103896; 6961929; 5963952; 20030035532; 7089330; 6957251; 
6587849 (bean tag); 7117504; 



Conclusions 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lan-Dai Thi Truong whose telephone number is 571-272-7959. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday from 8:30am to 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob A. Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571-272-3913. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



